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Investigating the investigation of the murder of President Kennedy, 
published 

with an estimated 10,000, OOO^words of what, for lack of an accurate designation, 
has come to be known by the official designation of "evidence" and an estimated 300 



cubic feet qf files,* of incalculable wordage and all that is avail 

l * (vvyvi y!' b/'/L/ C/i'‘ 'J-ly 
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. labia that the 

kAj ft- {*, T^/ Cji'irdy 

governmenT _ shunr-ed, i a. an en dies s“~ job that could not possibly be completed in an 
Sdult lifetime devoted to nothing else. 

x n my own "Report On The barren Report" I have sought to analyze 
each of the more important aspects^as I could ’ from the documentation I could find. 
\Vh8t I could and did find depended upon the time I had available, for I was simul- 
taneously an author, one full-time function, a publisher, which entails more 
numerous specialities, and the researcher. To a Id rge^ degree what my research into ± 
the files yielded was controlled by instinct and luck, for they are arranged in a 
manner designed to frustrate logic and waste enormous amounts of time. It was also 
controlled by what was available. 

Initially, 100$ of the staff papers were denied. It is no distortion or 

exaggeration to say they were suppressed. Beginning about the first of 1967, a few 

behifid) 

were allowed to peek from oblivion. I know of no one else who has, if he found any, 
made any use of them. Meager as is the medical-autopsy data the Commission permitted 
itself to possess and dubious, evasive and woefully incomplete as that tiny percentage 
of these 300 cubic feet is, x postponed that part of my inquiry and writing in the 
hope that I would be able to drawn upon these still-secret working papers. 

V/hen this could no longer be delayed, still seeking what had been suppre 
suppressed, I had to begin writing this book. 

“^■pa±[jcx;£x I requested and paid for the Xeroxing of every paper in the 

hi / 



essential files. Here I ran into the obstacle set forth in the correspondence 



IT 



Finally, I did get all but v/ha t I was told had been withheld, two unidentified 
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memos, four short pages. They end a then -undisclosed numer of additional 

documents would be available simultaneously. The promised date of by September 
five days. 

15 was delayed only BXMKkx T he MM official reasons for this delay are set 
f T ;rth in the correspondence, ^hey do not make sense to me. 

x n any event, /n September 20, 1967, researchers, of whom I seem 

f+S 

to have been the only one with manifested interest, we permitted to examine these 
two documents that until then were withheld from the J.F.X. 4-1 or "autopsy” file^ 

^ end / twelve additional boxes, ^each holding about four inches of documents. It should 
be apparent tha TiSwK Aack of documents t-wo-feet^SgTrequires a considerable 
amount of time for the briefest scanning. An inquiry of this sort should, properly, 
proceed more slowly. Were I to do that, however, I would never complete this task. 
This is a subject that goes to the heart of the democratic society, one from which 
every national act and policy slam subsequent to ^ ovember 22, 1967, stems. These 
was a change in administration and there were changes in policies brought about 
by this murder and by it alone. The murder and the analysis of its official 
investigation, already established as at best entirely inadequate and deshonest 
and at worst a deliberate fraud, possibly conspiratorial, therefore cannot wait 
the slow workings of history and the as yet unmanifested interested of professional 
^ historians, the official!” scholars". Nor can it await thebelated assumption of their 



responsibilities by the layers who were the first to abdicate their responsibilities', 
that of the press, which has concern ed itself only with sycophancy and slander; or 
an official investigation, of which share is no sign. 

S 0> I have to make spot decisions of ' what I will read and how carefully 
I will examine or not examine eacTfi±~' paper within a folder, each folder within a 
file, each file in each box. This I had to do without benefit of any really . enur- 
ing ful guide to the contehts of the considerable stack of materials. Our government 

can burn millions in Vietnam every day of the year, but it canidot fa f ford to spend 
can ourn »uin ^ he monumental chsosp* dumped on V 

more than the cart-time work of two men ilTgoTng ovemoatoMB&sxKHixiixlxXxiH the 
National Archives by the Commission when-i-t-foldwi . w o matter how competently or with 
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what dedication these two men perform their functions, thetf con-front a vast 
verbal accumulatuon end can do only so much each day, especially because they 
arj$ also the ones who make whet has been released available to those who seek it 
end because of the necessary additional time consumed in working with materials 
that are, properly, kept under lock and key and and may be examined only under 

gua rd • 

They cannot make an index to the clutter, nor can them make a 
meaningful table of contents. T hey can compose only the most rudimentary guides. 
Bor these iixiiBXHagxhEXBxihsrixiB two feet of documents, here that is. 
ached* 



already*^ 

This addition to the Written book cannot exhaust -cannot, really, 
begin to reflect what map he stached away in these essentially-undescribed 
feet of large illegible carbon copies made less legible by repeated xeroxing. 

Vfhen any single sheet of paper may have the most vital significance, this is a 

I'f-/ 

considerable defect and a liability. is unavoidable, but the reader -should 

be av/are of it. 

By the time a single man could study two feet of documents with the 
requisite cere, there would be another two feet demanding the same or more 
attention, end there would“bp no writing, no hook, nothing publicly available. 

I see no elternativebuV silence to this undesireable and unfortunately incomplete 

bed? 8 use JlJ , 

approach. However, imprinting the entire document wherever possible, the reader can 

see for himself that I have taken nothing out of context and have restricted myself 

essential 

to data ikactxiBXHB*x35HXsi*snB*ci>px whose/meaning cannot he altered by the availability 
of documents still suppressed. Further information might strengthen the case against 
the Commission and its staff, but tft m cannot chn/ege what these documents say am mean. 
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Jrora the brief description above, it is apparent these 12 boxes of 
Commission papers do not, focus on the Radical and autoosy ExidaneB fa<^es of 
the case. Here I sris or include only what is relevant in this book of what 1 have 
discovered buried in these until-now secret files. The medical-autopsy content 

of these files is but a tiny fraction. 

In what I have gone over, there is not a single page that in aiy way 
disputes this book, not one that even indicates J- have made any unfair or unwarranted 
representation in this book or the earlier -completed four. Everything I have seen 

substantiates my analysis and conclusions. 

While it would have been better, from a literary perspective, in any 
event, had this material been worked into the appropriate chapters, it may, perhaps, 
be /no -T without value that the reader earns see what was in the files thatpwas denied 



researchers for so long a period, just how contrary it is to the official story 

y addit i onal ) 

so lustily propagandized throughout the world. may give him arifinsight initio how 
the Commission worked 8nd thought and into the minds, pot the hearts, of several 



yy 

of the more promient staff members. 
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Howard Wiliens, staff director, Department of Justice employee, favorite 
and trusted of the Washington Post , was an important Commission official. n e also 
wrote many memos, most of which, without doubt, I haven 1 1 seen, teepreleased -for. 

untii-ta^»n,- whatever gentler word the Commission’s apologists would prefer, />'• 
in reality suppressed until September 20, 1967, when most of the interest in the 

M eport had slaked in response to the tremenduous propaganda campaign in support of the 

— - — — ml > /cl ** J 

Report and attacking ±te its critics, i^inxmpcpczrssBXsisa amorfg those in ray-possession.- 
Under date of August 8, 196i4, Wiliens sent General Counsel Rankin a critique of 
"Chapter IV - Draft dated 7/21/64. ' 

Without exception, every copy made for me of those reports suppressed 
until that day is exceedingly pale, more so than necessary, even if aLl come from 

|t 1/ 

indistinct carbon copies. This one is no exception. The date seems to be 7./21. ^t 
may,i) 3 E if one every sav/ an original, be a day of so later. My copy fame fro:': the 
internal staff memoranda file. There is another in Pile X8SE "Rep 2" and, presumeably, 
other copies are in other files. Many, copies we re made before the one Xeroxed for me. 

In the Report as issued Chapter IV is "The Assassin". *rom internal 
evidence/ iHXKsxBHsas^ Wiliens’ memo discusses what, in essence, was in this chapter. 
Comparison of this illegible critique and the final, printed Report indicates much of 
v/hat Wiliens demanded he got. 

On the second page he has this entrancing paragraph: Lil- numbered 3, all. 
Here he says "why weaken our case by considering whether Oswald v/as 3i 
mechanically capable of the crime? What difference does it make if it was impossible 
for him to have done that shooting?" The really truthful statement was not intehded 



to he interpreted as I do: 

"I think our case remains the same even if Oswald had limited or negli- 
gible capacity with a rifle". T^is is exactly true. The case remained the same* r }^V 

. . ... . ... ......... 

jit 7/as a fraraeup. The best shots the Commission could get, under improved conditions, 

) : m os wa i d waS 

could not duplicate the shooting attributed to u swald ( 7 /HITEWaSH X 2 



a truly lousy shot who, when last tested, on an easy course, scored but a single point • 
more than the absolute minimum demanded of every serviceman (WHITEWASH, "The Marksman"). 
In the ap- raisal of the Commodant of the Marine Corps, he was "a rather poor ’shot 1 ." 
WHITEWASH 30). 

TwoDcpHEHgraphBziater: Lil- numbered 5-all 

Tnat this seems to say is that he didn’t get the rifle at his Dallas 
post-office box, although the Commission says he did, in Dallas. 



That Willens is 8 lawyer trained in the adversary system, in whictyhe has 
an opponent to present the other side, is here clear. T hi s nine-page critique' has 41 
numbered items. They seek to enforce in the n eport not that meager bit of the other 
side of the evidence that, unwanted, crept in, but a partisan presentation of what the 
Commission wanted believed. This is what paerrueates his demands and suggestions. No^' 



,th ak he we-e unaware of it. In the seventh item he argues the presence of an old, hidden 
palmprint on the rifle that could not have be^n made during the assassination is suffic- 
ient (there being no other prints on the rifle allegedly used and hidden in great haste),, 
$y /i47~wfe^he‘ recognizes the weakness of attempting to use the discovery of Oswald’s 
fingerprints on cartons hcp^was (to handle','. tha4^be4-&g his job,' as a mean of placing 
him at the sixth-flcor window at the time of th<? assassination^^ forthrightly states;.; 

Tn an effort to strengthen the prosecution case, not get the truth out/V;- V/'v ) 

The basic question is when <(-empfaersi~s in ori ginal )> he was at the window 
and when to come near to that question we back away from it. Furthermore, we never 
do make ai effort to refute the many other possibilities for these fingerprints 
which are consistent with Oswald’s innocence". 

What Willens might have ad ed is that the H eport never states these 
"nossibilities" that are "conistent with "Oswald’s innocence". 

Recognizing the great weakness of using Howard Leslie Brennan as an * 

A. Iv'i t( tM* 

"eyewitness" to identify Oswald at thst window^ jjfwftitewash 39-42) a nd -a n other 
" similar"^ (r.eally meaning no identification -that had mefrning^y argues in his 



18th item, "I would eliminate eliminate this comparison here and perhaps make a ref- 
erence to it later on when the Tippit shooting is discussed.” This confirms 
exactly what I said in 7/HITETASH ("The Tippi^Murder^, that if the Tippit. murder 

offyf / v ^ r : 

hadn't happened, it would, have had to have been invented ) to (pin' the rap'of'cop- 
,1 .fYvtto 

killer ori^Oswald, to mak-e^the abenet- evidence of him as the assassin seem credible. 
The incredible Brennan is, to Ellens (item 19) "a good witness" and the Commission 
"should reaffirm"his testimony "as the source of the shots". 

The reader will recall that the Report argued that Odwald fook the 

p\\,h) J 

alleged assassination rifle to work the morning of the assassination ‘because 
he was, seen to carry a bag. The testimony was given by (TfesleyjBuel/'Vrazi er and his 
sister, Linnie May Handles (VJHITE7A3H 12-23). Oswald is said to have cl- imed he 
had curtain rods in this bag. All the testimony about the bag and its contents 

are l(Xf» against the Commission's conclusions. The Commission got around this by 



simply 'saying what it wanted is right and itEomtiiKi all of its testimony was 

' *?■ - 

wrong. The evidence wasTft that bag could not have contained tbs'" rifle., s>- ihe 

Commiss'on, in the absence , of any testimony whatsoever ? simply said the rifle 

"Kj luihp^i tL hr fU~','h L ) Wwi'i , 

wa s di sa ssembl ed U wh jhsh-le^t-^ f Ao tal. .Impossibility/ -bat 

; " u'W, • 1 

a— few-inehes-closer-io-possibl-e')-/ The Conmiss ion, conducted no investigation to see 



-whether Oswald had carried curtain-rods with him, es- (the FBI before ij -had— failad 



So, Willens wants the Commission to conclude las it did) that "He lied 
about the curtain-rod story and the paper bag" (Item 23). It is not inconsistent 
for him them (Item 24) to argue that "The discussion. . .regarding disassembling 
seems to heve limited relevance". Kis concept of .the use of the"Frazier-Randle 
testimony", under a reorganization he proposed^/is "so ter' to prove that Oswald 
carried the bag paper bag to work, and then turn to the question whether the bag 

contained the assassination weapon." V/het this means, simply, in the absence ot 

l 

proof that the bag held the rifle, is that the Report wopkd be reorganized to 
poison the case against Oswald. Prove that he carried a bag and then pretend that 
the bag held the rifle, therefore, he took the rifle to work. This is what 



the Commission and the Report did* It is contrary to the evidence. It Yould not 
open.* 

have been dared in 'court. nature. 

The entire memo if of this grfaetrasrfsssrx 

Ai ere again, ample reason for keeping these files away from those 
researching the assassination and its investigation. For whatever reason, this is 

exactly what, happened. For whatever reason, when the question of the integrity of 

C A Vvtc*/ r 

the fwork and tke-c”onclusions was a hot issue toward the end of 1966 and early in 
1967, this and the ample similar evidence was suppressed. They are ..pertinent to 
the character of the Commission and that of its work. 

--'•/T Mi sbf.v • ••• 
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If it was too difficult for the Commission to undertake sue hj simple v^\Jr}vf 

tasks as asking “ A rs* °onnally to moil it the Governor's clothing before the 
v il U 

evidence jv as destroyed, or to ask sue h.realily-ave liable celebrities as ^liff Carter 
/ ^ S Cv * vl4 '" K /If K \ /^V /' ) l 

what he did with th*6^c lot hing, /there was nothing tc^difficult or too expensive when 



to came to spying on those who were critical of the Commission and the government’s 

pretended investigation , of th& asaass^inetigp* . „ . . 

' In Chapter 9 .we examined a February 29 ft'illens memo and in it 

V i saw the Commission’s prostitution of the American Bar Association in its 

effort to stifle criticism and Mark Lane,', xtoxhxtohxaraxBisqgsgBiix 




. f(May 4$. 



whose legal services had been engaged by M rs. A arguerite Oswald, 
"chronological" 

thetically wonder how orderly, Release of the Commission’s files was served by 



paren- 




ma king a Februery 29 Willens memo 
v/ritten earlier?) 



available earlier and suppressing this one, 



It now turns out that this was not the only memo Willens wrote 



My 

on that subject. Suppressed until September 20, 1967, was one he/drafted 

/***- 

February 26* fth-ree— -dayszaartl-er . 



On February 26, before it had begun its own investigation, the Commission 

Lane 



m7T was considering putting a full-time FBI tail on 

anc was gibing serious thought to violating the privacy of small groups of two 
dozen Americans who gathered to discuss and hears* about the murder of their 
^resident. For this kind of investigation, there was no shortage of FBI manpower or 
money* Only for sending for Governor Connally's clothing before their evidentiary 
value was destroyed, or getting the irreplaceable picture of the assassination 
before they disappeared^wss there penny-pinching* 

The FBI had taped all of Lane f s public appearances (More, they ere still 
'"regarded as the most urgent national secrets end dozens of them are classified "secret" 
in the ^ational Archives-by Hoover’s direction, presumeablyi ) *\Th^Commasslon^mntacl 

^ere is every word of the two paragraphs of Willens’ memo, which is deliberately 
made so illegible it is unsutiable for reproduction^ 
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One does not have to agree with the action to understand what could have 
impelled the withholding of this Willens memo. There is^nothing in it to make the 
government proud, nothing to make citizens feel free or that they dare even dream of 
exercizing those "inalienable" rights, those "God-Given" in the political addresses, 
nothing that helps solves the assassination. u nly repression is in them, Bdhd a 
fine portrait of its darling for the Washington Post . 

noward V/illens v/ho, despite Arlen Specter*s contrary account, is a 

Xj 

epertment of Justice lawyer, wrote a memo to the former Solicitor general of the 
United States then the general counsel of the Commission headed by the C^j[ e f 
Justice of the United States^ bragging that it was having its secret police eavesdrop 

on the lawyer representing the mother! of the- murdered accused assassin and telling 

r r ' 1 

them how ha they could xiHistii further rape American freedom amd justice if this 
were not enough, bp having the secret police penetrate small, private gathrings. 

His lament was that in such small groups it would not be possible to tape record 
what was said. 

He didn t consult the right part of the FBI. 0n£ of my speeches, wss 
visibly bugged by radio. This was in mid-Uecember 1966, when I had just published 
e book saying the FBI had engaged in a coverup. 

He didn t get any reprimand that I can fitftl; either. n e continued in his 

f ^ 

position or trust and authority through the life of the then-young Commission. His 
U lusts 

thoughts were the Gomnissionis thoughts, his desires theirs., too. 



Extra space 



^ 7/hen Hankin became 'ew York City’s lawyer, he took with him as his 

Assistant Corporation ^ounsel Norman |^edlich, jftraMacx* who had been a professor of law 
before he became an assistant counsel foi' the Commission* atara alone had been the 

t^jaget! o|* a jrejdica 1-right reti-baiting attack, for he alone they found too w ii1\erjJi ,t # ^ 

^ — a 'L ake "Proposed Outline of *inal ^eport" OTXJtelsfr aettth. Rqnk te ' b y 

proposed a u hppter 4 titjjld "Lee Harvey Oswald As the Assassin "* 

So, before March 31, here is still another evidence the Commission reached its 
conclusions prior to its investigation to determine what they would be. u sw3ld was 
"guilty" to begin with* 

V/hat this outline calls for that the Commission did not print is 
on the last page, "Reports of federal Bureau Of investigation and Secret Service 
on location of President’s Car at Time of Shots"* The Commission waa leraming-like, 
but not that leming-like! TheseFBI and Secret Service reports locate the President’s 



car when each of three shots struck its occupants* The Cdmmission said only two did. 

TW. ( JylJ - &dlhL:Vh!^)^ 

1 1^ also called :‘or the printing of the Osvrald autopsy. n ad the Commission not also 
suppressed that, the contrast between the carefyl, unchallenged scientific document 
it is and the poor apology fbr a post mortem that was the ^residents 7culd have 
been too acute* 7«hen there is no or£ to keep tabs, it is easier to suppress. The 
Commission did this^ad lib. 

~\ e heve elresdy seen that the Comission was preparing its Report 
V be fore it held its hearings l chapter ). '.Villens and Redlich teamed up end 

j on march 31, 1964, sent Rankin their 













w Among those documents suppressed until Sj^tember SO, 1964, is ftrfhem oran- 

dum the^ former Solicitor General of the United States apparently considered a fine 



recommendation, for he did 




edlich as his assistant/ This document is so 



Til clear it is not only entirely unsuitable for reproduction, but some of it 

'Wj- ' 



4/~ 



__ — „ — — — , — _ , A-^-. „ 

cannot be read at all. I therefore <*m quote onlyw aont en cy fr o m it and 



comment 



on them. 



The first sentence put him and others of the staff in that ample 

"OK* y 



3 of the 



majority who knew three shots had struck the caro^nd who ignored what all must 



_ 



have know, that there had been a "'missed’ 1 bullet by which Tague bad been hurt. 



’’The purpo of this memorandum, Xesaid,”is to explain 




the reasons why certain members of the staff feel that it is important to 



take certain photographs in connection with the approximate points at which 



the three bullets struck th9 occupants of the Presidential llmouslhe". 



"We have expert testimo ny to the eff ect t hat a ski l led marks man 



would require a minimum of Sj: secon ds be tween shots with tnis rifl e," 

This is false. Tha t testimony was entire ly d ifferent, tha 




MffetL 



a...r.eally__ski lied man fa nd__i t_ must be kept in mind that Uawqld wa s a 
-could-reload-the^ ri f le_ in _2.jm^Hxjd^rdxaHXEnacriJiThereafter, :he_woulcLJiava_to-Te-sight, 



-and -fire, -bo th-Kfxwki-operat ions requiring additional-time. 



m 



-ButT^ven^in^edlich^-s— terms, ’^It-is-apparent,— therefore, r that-if—- 
r - Governor Conn a lly wa s hit as lat e a s-freme-24? ~{-the-tirird-number-is-in|iecipherable^ hr 
-the-Pr aside nt ^would-heve-to -have-been— hit-not—later-than -frame-19 G-a nd-probably 




mm 

WHS 



-even" earlier"; ~ 

the midwife 

ffS^^The^last hair of the sentence is undoubtedly true. It is s)§R 
of the single-bullet baby. , . a • ^ .1 

s ingle -bu lie t~ 



his next sentence , AV e d 1 i ch states the consensus, that the Commission 



and everyone on it had already decided that Oswald was the lone assassin, what they .] 



had been assigne^ to investigate, not, |>resuraeably, trhat they had been i*±x 



expected to faame up: "We have not yet examined the assassination scene(V) to 

/ 

determine whether the assassin in fact could have shot the President prior to 
frame 190". Thus he 1— jl . . before 1 xm-M nn Viq/3 paoVW 







1' U'iifcl tUO^-iuiiu > 



, 



begua, the Commission h-d decided where ell the shots had come from, 



What was the honorable purpose, the dedication that lisjd to this 



staff appeal* 



-*Our intention is not to establish the point with complete accuracy; 



but merely to alow substantiate the hypothesis which underlies thb conclusion 



that Oswald was the sole assassin’ 



How well he put it in papers neber intended to be published. The 



Wssion began with the conclusio\"that Oswald was the sole assassin” and 



and painstaking investigation. ' r his is 



not reach this -"cpnclusion 1 



declared in my^ flr g t - bo o4& 



exactly what 



Redlich expanded on his demand for an, on-the-slte "reconstruction 1 



”1 have always assumed that out final report would be a c co mpanied by 



a surveyor’s diagram which would indicate th e approximate locatio ns of the three 
Wa oar ta lnlv cannot prep ar e such a diagram without establishing that we 



shots. 



ttratxiB which is physically possi ble. Our failure to 



are .describing an. occurrence 



thi s re port in jeopardy ' since it is a certainty 



in my .opinion, place 

examineC*). the Zapruder film end raise the same questions which 



that others — will 



our unwl llingne ss 



us — *r should add- that - the -f sets- which we new-have-in-our-posaession, 

hest _ st1ateiBent — of^the — purpose' of-the-so-called— - 

G omm i ssTohT - frbm~pursUi ng its -pre-determined c onelusion 

hephysichl±ypo _ ssibilitgji£=±±X - 

just to keep from falling flat on 



"reconstruction' 



Not to establish how the President was murdered, 
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its eminent ffcefl&befttuBfc 1 t was a physical impossibility for Oswald or anyone else 

(y * L rtc'rt'. tiUi' f.v» 

in that sixth-floor window and with, that rifle to hiVr^ed-ttw-6hree--shats/ 

/<’ * > <-, Q).,) 

ttat if each of thqjfr.iii* €n Hedlich r s words, "struck the occupants of the Presidential 
liinousibe •" 

How strange it is that this had to be a demand from the staff! Imagine 
a -residential Commission rolling unconcernedly to its predetermined conclusions with 
out knowing that it was within the realm of physical ppssibility! 

Unfortunately, the Commission did not answer the facts in its own files 
"with facts". x t$,- answers are the "fanciful theories" K edlich predicted, 'the single- 
bullet 2 BSHKE»ti-&x fraud* 

Note' that ^ealich has described the "conclusion" the Com .ission then had 

} 

already reached as a "hyporthesis" or a "assunptions". 

His penultimate paragraph is less than generous to the federal police: 



ftjjjl 



LiiJUtr from previous oage._,.> 

$edlich did not see fit to delineate what he meant by "totally incorrect” 

\ investigative reports, .^owever, from^his own first sentence it cannot be the general 
^agTSme nt‘ ‘ th^t ^achT of the three shots"struck an accupantsof the presidential 

; limousibe" • 

Perhaps this was well enough, known sraong the staff and to its head to 
require no expositions. 

Those who seek to defend the Commission and its Report claim it is ± 
honest and impartial because it is critical of the federal police, '.hat little it did 
say is 0 ridiculously little, in view of the record. However, it did not at any 
point or in any way 'say toll the people that their FBI and Secret Service investigated 
the murder of their President and filed reports that "are totally incorrect” and 

"will present a completely misleading picture" • 

Redlich’s words are an adequate representation xjftix 01 the doctrine and 

methods of this Commission.Oswald is guilty, we know that before we begin, and it is 
our responsibility to prove it, doing whatever it takes, or we’ll soon catch hell from 
oui? own evidence. &o further elaboration is necessary. 

However, respects are due ^edlich’s foresight. Kis devils did find the 
scripture he and his associates left, and just where he predicted. 



It is Arlen Specter who in this book interests me most and who^ in these 
docu en t s^suppre ssed until September 20 »iee^'lnterest® 0 rae)«»st. Those two withheld 
of the until- then suppressed Commission staff files on the rresident s suto sy 
were both flpecter memoranda to Rankin. The earlier one, dated April 30, 1964, is 
headed -Autopsy Photographs and X-Rays of Rresident ohn 1. Kennedy"^ K3C& Thst of 
zayz!2zixxaxi:b^HxsiB^ 12 proceeds this title with 

,f examination of" . x t reads, "Examination of Photographs and X-Rays of President 

Kennedy” • 



Specter is less well represented in the other until- then sur^ressed 

Commission files than others of the staff. In his file there are copies of pro- 
forma memoranda only, and very few of them. However, some of the memos he addressed 
Rankin, in Ranking files^are not of the kind he could use in his political campaigns. 

They dont not give Specter a good character. _ — 

Although it is chronologically out of order to do so, I think the first 
t:;at should be noted is the shortest, It is two sentences long, requiring only 
five short lines of typing, is dated ^une 11. ^t reads. 

• • I 

\\ Xf additional depositions are taken in Dallas, I suggest that Jim Tague 
2424 Inwood, Apartment 253, and Virgie Rachley, 405 Wood Street be deposed to 

r 

determine the knowledge of each on where the missing bullet struck. These two witnesses 
were mentioned in the early FBI reports, but they have never been deposed." 



Brief as this is, it admits much. 

The staff knew about Tague from the 



beginning, for he was in new stories 



and train the police r«dio. The government had a number of transcripts of the police 
broadcasts , all contradictory, but Tague is an early feature. Although it is a secret 
/from the A eport and the 26 Volumes ofai»ee«ted exhibits, it also, very early, obtained 

t)\wX 

souhd transcripts and had the actual voices in the actual .broadcasts . The FBI reports 
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if i ^ 2 



are enough to establish the fact, and these Specter acknowledges. n e thus acknowledges 
both personal and Commission knowledge of the fact of Tague ’s wounding and, as he 
put it, of "the missing bullet" • 

j, ~ The Commission had originally planned to end its work by J une. un June 11 

Specter recommends only that "if" the Commission is to examine additional Dellas 

witnesses, Tague be onejof the two he believes should he examined. (He thus had no 

interest in some of the most important witnesses, like Mrs, Sylvia Cdie, who had been 

told by anti-Castro agents escorting a"The *"alse Oswald" that Kennedy should be 

murdered and The False Oswald had told them how; or in any of those who had taken the 

vital, actual assassination film, like Zapruder, Altgens and Willis, none of whom 

had been examine d by the Commission and none of whose film had been authenticated.) 

/^s\ T h us we have a picture of the Commission that was willing to come/to the 

/ \2j> ) /■ 4- {yfir'i-*" 

J end of its "investigation" of the muder of the President without accounting for the- 

bullet it knew hed been fired during th assassination, the bullet that it ted not 

accounted for while aceour ing for all it acknowledged had been fired during the 

assassination.Thus, too, we have the Specter of the single- bullet theory who wqs 

part of this with^ personal knowledge of it. All he could bring himself to do was 

suggest that perhaps Tague might be questioned. So mild and understated is Specter's 

brief memo that hx it does not record the wounding of Tague by this "missing’ bullet. 

Imagine: a man was wounded .during the assassination and he had been 

ignored until after the Soffisisston had. planned-to finish its work and at that late 

^ } !J i ^ 

date, more than six month after the assassination, .Specter was only suggesting that if 
it wasn't too much trouble, afnybe somone ought to speak to him. 

Tfhat uncompromising integrity’. For six months the governments investiga- 
tors and lawyers have beea contentedly accounting for all of the f±x±KgxB*c±hBx 
shooting during the assassination, blandly pretending "Jim Tague" didn’t get hurt 

by the bullet it pretended hadn't been fired! ^ 

Thanks to thi’s memo, we- do' know that during the gestation of his child 

,/ - 2 c - 

(’"bastard" t/ Ray- liarcus) , we do know that Arlen Specter, father of the ‘single-bullet 

" .) 1 C ■ * '*'*' ‘ v 

theory, did know and ignored this "missing" bullet. ^~~x} / /Xu 
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One of Specter* s earlier assignment a tod been the preparations of tie' " 
questions to be asked of a number of prominent witnesses. There are a series of these 

in the once- suppressed files. All are incorporated into memoranda address to Nankin on 
^arch 31, 1967. 

witness(SEi T r78fT), 

fften Mrs. Kennedy was coxttasxatsKajc 'the OSimission would heard from the* 

- -only close eyetwitnese ixxxiwxwwxid -of her husbands murder in the entire world.- There* 
-ere quite a number of others- who were not far away w^ere not called. Phil-SIllia- 
told. me he..now understands the .real .reason. hia_wlfe hefeS^ calledls a..witnesa_ 
when. she was so much closer to. the actual murder and had such a clear. recollection. 

Mrs. JTiUis also saw the President^ head snap sharply ha ckward when the_« fatal", shot 
hit. The Wission took testimony from not a single person who would have so 
testified, for this would have made clear what dt^ also sup-res.,* d and misrepresen- 
ted frsmxtSw about the Zapmder and gther ALm: ^T^ tal " wound was from the front, 
^hen the FBI reported its belated-' interview with Mrs. Marilyn mils ("hfetew iHOTO^ 
GRArHIC -VHITST-ASE 179-80), it managed to exclude this intelligence else. Specter 
was like the FBI, only more so. ‘~rs. -'anr.edy was less than half an arms length from her 



husband and looking directly at him during the t most awful moment through which a 
could live. She alone of those close to him also was looking at him. Shat batter 
^reason did Specter need for leaving out oitte' questions; fe.be asked her what she from' 
tor ° 7 ' B observation knew of and^ww^r^c-^7, a') the schmalz- 

that ia not useful in an investigation oflhe- murder ha did include, and questions" ' 
about ail the “cfiTtchat* “ — — ; 

«hen-Govemor-fronaally was r witness (4H129ff) ,it is Specter who - ; - 



1 



£ 

Jf 

# 



conducted the questioning. In the list of questions he preqpred in advance. Specter -got 
- to- the shooting with -No. - 19.He planned to asked- Connelly to mark a-Dhotograch 



i 



»> % <\ /i » ** 



'V The ° lose at-Spec ter came -to -aekieg t question of genuine -significance 

4-about the President’s- wounds -wes-in-AuesUoiu^o^aa. Jha ra. v 

W '-'hen Mrs. Kennedy's testimony was taken, n ankin asked the questions. 

At the point where she got to the wounds, her only possible significant testimony, 

!• 

the printed transcript (5H190) reads, in brackets, "Reference to wounds deleted" • 

From this transcript is appears that Mrs. Kennedy volunteered this testimony about the 

^ _ l| 

ounds. It is not in response to a question about them, for there was none. 

— — vxdie, 

<\ 



m 

1 

; 






Wi 



•■Vhat could have been meaningful with the photographs, dpecter) avoided, in 
his prepared^ questions end during the examination, sk. ft, should have shown v onr.eUy 
t he Zagruder movie and asked i this. % dared not, however, for as he well knew, as we“ 






have already noted, Conaa/y ' would have testified that 

the first shot came earlier than the Commission would concede, at a time it could no; 

have be n fired oy a solitary, sixth-floor-window assassin. The staff knew this, if 
the members didn’t. 
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One of orecter s earlier assignments had been the preparations of tS 
questions to be asked of a number of prominent witnesses. There are 3 series of these 
in the once-suppressed files. Air ere incorporated into memoranda address to Hahkihon 
^arch 31, 1967. 

\Q* witnessl5K178ff ) , 

tThen Mrs. Kennedy was -tETO Emission -w*4d-heard -front the- 

oniy close eyetwitness xxx*hsxx 0 r±a of her -husbands- murder in the entire world. There - 



«ere quite a number of others who were not far away who/were not called. Phil Willis 
told me he now understands the real reason hisLwife called . as a.witness 

.when. she. was so much closer to the. actual murder and had such a clear recollection. _ 
Lrs. nillis also saw the President a head snap sharply backward when the "fatal" shot 
hit. The omission took testimony from not a single person who would have so 
testified, for this would have made clear fits what it also suppressed and misrepresen- 

ted framH is about the Zepruder and other films: ,the "fatal" wound was from the front. 

T v 1 H ' ~hs' 

7/hen the FBI reported its belsted'interview with M rs . Marilyn Willis (Yhfctow HiOTO^' 
GRAIHIC WHITEWASH 179-80), it managed to exclude this intelligence also* Specter 
was like the FBI, only more so. “rs. Kennedy was less than half an arms length from her 
husband and looking directly at him during that most awful moment through which a woman 



could live, bhe alone of those close to ham also was looking at him. That better i^un_ 

wha t she from 
the schmalz 

that is not useful in an investigation of the murder he did include, and questions 
about all the ~c hit chat. — 



reason did Specter need for leaving out of the ouestions to be asked her 

t ° 18 / ; ^ v ft i " 

her own observation knew of **c/6ound< enVttie-— oundiTrgi'Of course, a .\ th 



"S-pen Governor donna lly was a witness (4H129ff),lt is Specter who — 



conducts'* the questioning. In the list of questions he preapred in advance,* opecter rot 

to- the shooting with No. 19. He planned to asked Connelly to- mark a -photograph 

The closest Specter came tovaekiftg a* question of -genuine significance 

-bout-ihe Prssidsntls-wounds-was- in. quesUonJ^o^ 62. Tkere, -unbagging cats again, he 
' - wrote , MT M i hst wound,.. if .eny,_di(Lyou..obs9r.v.e oiL .the ^President. 1 s be ckl!LHere_j3ga_in K a s _ 
-Without variation in the secrecy of the Unseen docume nts he always did, he referred 
Jot he rear, non- fa tal injury as "one the Presidents back”. Not the neck 



ki Interne 



s?\ 




to shew- where he bel ieved th e c ar was wh en th e first sh ot of which he was aware was 
fired, to state the t ^7 . "thT ua i^ ' thin 6 s like that. 

What could have been meaningful with the photographs. Specter avoided, in 
his prepared questions and during the examination, xia ~e should have shown “onnally 
the Zepruder movie and asked this. % dared not, however, for as he well knew, es we 
have already noted, SHX^ra?i;:.CQni^Uy;<^IIfSpHffiX Connefy would have testified that 
the first shot came earlier then the Commission would concede, at a time it could no; 
have been fired by a solitary, sixth-floor-window assassin. The staff knew this, if 
the members didn't. 
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No par. Failure to ask Connaly this while he was looking at the Zapruder movie is ^ 
aona.istsnt~pnly-»with deliberate suppression I 

insistent -with this is the feilure toniplan to ask him to identify the 



frame of the Zapruder film in which he was struck. There is no projected question 

about the Zapruder film and what it shows or Connally sees it in. Hot one t 

" ' ( Spe cie r had no plan 

With the "best evidence" of Connally ' s wound C 0 nn ally's body,) thaxBXXHXxsc 

for him to display his wounds to the Commission, ^his wes especially important 

so they could decide not whether a single bullet ha-d inflicted all the non— fatal 

injuries on both men but whether it was at all possible. 1 

Before the Commission, te-Tdi d^i splay his wounds. And he did testify to 

the frame of the Zapruder movie in which he believed he had been struck. 
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Earlier 'i">I recounted the profound disinterest of all xzsHEsxmedx 

offficiels of all levels in the ^ornally clothing and the quintessential 

evidence they could have held, for example the df^f^ction of the bullet end, 

by spectrographic analysis, the type. It would have been possible to identify 

. t h o ope et -rogr aphic— enel- ya i e of the infinitessimally small traces of the bullet 

remaining on the cloth v«r%h-Butletr-399. had' it be-* the one to rend the garments 

ere it tore and bst ered the Governor. Neither the local nor federal police had 

'--ny interest. ;Ln'the Governor s c,othing until Mr s Con.-ally felt she jusf~had to 

fi-h it — — 

do some thing, ^£s“"sbon as this happened, asi^Mrs. Gonnally^j'not being a criminologist, 

had no way of knowing/ the evidentiary value of the c/othing was forever lost. 

Then the federal police suddenly got interested. 

Tlje Commission, until then, also was without interest. Then it got 
interested. Once it was too late it was also safe. 

The first person into whose hands the Governor T s clothing passed is Clifto: 

C. Carter, then an assistant to Vice ^re ident ^ohnson. Nurse Ruth Standridge 

'Cjt* } 

I 

gave him the governor s clothing. She identified him as an assistant to the 

*■* 

governor. The Commission's mishandling of these simple e vent i^^n's-i-sterit— wi4h 
Wha-t--happened"but not "with what' its evidence ^howsr^heir can be interpreted to 
mean that ^arter misrepresented himself as a Secret Service agent. I tell the 
story in VHITEV/ASH (p. 160). There I also point out that "He never appeared 
before the Commission. There is a two-page affidavit from him (7K474-5) executed 
six months after the assassination. In it, Carter makes no mention of this clothing." 

In the light of what I then knew, this was a considerable understatement, 
^or example, this "affidavit" as printed in the Commission 1 s "evidence" has no 
notarial seal, no notary’s name or identification of any sort-no indications 
that it was ever sworn to in any v/ay- in fact is so utterly and unspeakably 



incompetent is does not bear the designation of the jurisdiction in which it 



was allegedly executed, 



idiseraf exBnis sxhsf b 
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In the light of iA rs. °on a'ly's revelations, as readily available to 
the Commission and its staff as to Life magazine - the difference being Life 
was interested and the eminences and their legal eagles were not- what is in these 
staff papers held secret until the end of Sertember 1967 is particularly interesting 

and, I think, significant. tfU-V . .. 

u n April 16 , / —yr 7 ' „ u 

^Arien “"Spicter addressed ^memorandum to ^WHg g^ounfl eyRanKiri, 

^-s^the people -of Hew York City- entrusted their affairs in the administration of ^.ayor 

'fly ohn ^indsayC/tTa entitled "$emijming Work in Area X". It is broken into six 

-■ ' ^ / 

^^rts The first is headed'Mbtain Statements of the assassination from the 
eyewitness celebrities." Ihere^a^e., seven partS. In the first four, opecter 
recommendfca ling before the Commission of President and Mrs. J ohnson, *rs. Kennedy, 
“overnor and Mrs. C 0 nnally, end Senator ^alph ferborough of Texas. 

The first person eisg against whose appearance before the Commission 
Specter recommends is Carter. In section (e) he says, "Clifford (sic) Carter - He 
has been interviewed and a statement has been prepared for him to sign based on that 
interview. I recommend that he not be called before the Commission." 

To those who may say that celling u arter before the Commission vould 
have accomplished nothing because the 0 omission members were incompetent in their 
brief and infrequent questionings and the Commission staff asked only whatithey 
wanted, I can say only that he should have been called, before ^ Commission and 
asked about u overnor Connelly’s clothing-to whom had he given thetrtf Theyi the 
Commission mi^ht teve, es it should^have# traced whet happened to this evicence and 
VwoSd tfot have to depend on a magazine when there was a Presidential Commission 
assigned to learn and report fully on the crime. The Commission followed its standard 
formula • it ignored what was unpleasant, what really reflected on the federal police, 
and whatever it dared that might tend to exculpate Oswald. 

From Sweeter' s momo we do learn that Carter’s statement was not one 



that he drafted himself. It was "prepared for him to sign". In short, the 
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statement of whet u arter allegedly swore to was prepared for him by the Commission 
staff. It is they v/ho suppressed the entire story of the culpable design for the 
destruction of evidence, indeed, it is the staff that is responsible for that Jy 

■f t ;/ At 

* r , • • 

destruction of evidence, for it was their responsibility to obtain and se'cure it. 

V/e 

ftimjfsxaiB do not know who on the staff prepared the statement for 
Carter's signature and carefully suppressed all reference to this. We do not know 
whether Specter, an authentic workhorse, was just modest and didn’t brag that he 
had done this, too. 

But what we do know, without question, is that Specter had knowledge of 
it and recommended against calling Carter to give testimony. 

We also know that spectrographic analysis of the Connally clothing 
could have ruined Specter* s single-bullet hoax before he had it frlly shaped. 

U 

A n< j we know this knowledge was suppressed until September 1967, y 

then most interest in the Commission has^abated. At the very time 1 got access to 

this document. Specter was busy running for mayor of 1 hiladejbphie aided by plots 

he claimed to exist in which negroes were going to poison him. The source ofxthe 

xxfis story - an obvious boost to Specter's chances, particularly because it associated 

him with the magical names FBI and J. Edgard Hoover 

therefore more 

— was a man already in jail and/ subject to pres£Ui*es. 

One wonders if he,2slsn5 too signed an "affidavit*. 

Extra space 

As I said, once the evidence war safely lost forever, Bpefiter ani the 
Commission rno/ed fast. ”n April 9 he drafted a letter to Hoover, for inkin' s signa- 
ture. First the FBI was telephoned (-very few of tbe letters indicated that this happened 
although it/' most cases it must have). Then, for the yokels and those who followed, 
this polite record was left. Modestly disowning parentage. Specter wrote’The 
theory has been advanced that the ^-single-one-to-cause^.al-l-five 

■wetrmts-) bullet entered C over nor Connally' s back, exitecj 1 from his lower chest, 
entered the dorsal aspect of his wrist, and then entered his thigh". V/het the 



4 









vv-v-i 






■ . i 

• .1 













43 






Commission wanted to know is, could it have hau^ened? It was safe to ask the 

'iU /»+*»■* * 

. i i t - 

question because the disproof had g - k rror rl -edge^ been destroyed, his Lt had 
already guaranteed* 

N 0 w in this case the Commission was in a great hurry. There is a hand- 
written note at the .boAfcom of the^fitot page reading ''Original signed/by Arlen 

/ jr i-w M £/ 'll }ir.\J£Z' / 

Specter” « could n 1 t wait for ^ankin to sign his ’own mail. f'The. e is'siec a 

tipped note, also indicative of. great speed that didn’t begin ix until it was too 
v spectrogrpehi ca lly 

late to do^ any go o d, - n, ^r-toe^ -late to -prove the BBsrkxs -fake being cooked-up~wes-a- 

^rit reads, ’’Original and courtesy cooy given to & SA Robert E. Neill, FBI, 

4 / 9 / 64 , by ^r. Specter.” 

They had an FBI agent drop everything and rush over to pick up the 
destroyed eveidence. Neilt dutifully signed a recdpt for ^onrially’s jacket, 
trousers, shirt and tie. 

' Two months later hoover sent this brief letter to Rankin, M 3y Courier 
Service” (the unvarying use of ’’Courier Service” is herdjy an indication the 

mail service to the FBI and Com dssion were like mine, as set forth in Oswald 

^ • 

IN NEW T RLEANSl ) • The -osle^neiss of the photocopy, which be rs no file identifi- 
cation but was in the’MUC. 2” file, indicates it is not very close to the original. 
T he notations were added by the Commission staff. H ere it# is, in facsimile: 

141- allow space as marked, 9 inches end I’ll paste original in. You 
have copies for copies. *ou need not paste them in copies. 

The Commission was almost as anxious to get rid of Governor Connaljy’s 
clothing whose evidentiary value had been destroyed as it has been not to get them 
until after this destruction. Hoover's letter was dated ^une 17. Arlen Specter 
v/rote a brief letter to Connelly, for A ankin f s signature. The date typed after his 
initials says he did this ^une IB, about the earliest he could have. Oddly, though, 
the part of the letter that went to Connelly was dated June 23. In the lov/er left- 
hand margin of the pale copy, Rankin initialed it June 19. Oh, well, ..The letter 
covered the delivery to Connally of the jacket, trousers, shirt and tie and tnanked 
him for his ’’fine cooperation”. 
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might be 

Because there was no evidence left on the garments, it xxxpxxfrspxx 
injudicious to wonder about the anxiety of the federal government to hurry 
essential evidence out of its possession. However, with the great care it took 
to preserve ivi a rina Oswald's nail file for the national heritage, to imperishsbly 
preserve in history a blank subscription form to Life and newspaper clippings o n 
cookin;, crocheting and child care, arri with its determination to memorialize in 
perpetuity Ruth Paine’s “inox camera, which is revelant to nothing (chapter 1), 
might it not he sjSked if the National Archives, in it s archive on the murder of 
r resident Kennedy, might not also have enshrined as the equal of countless files 
of empty envelopes, the clothing worn by the Governor and damaged in the assassination'? 

t 

They do, at least, show ..here his garments were damaged, 
its i« 

Or is it that in fc±x determination of v/hat the National interest requires” 
Commission 

the ffttroreax could not abide anything relating to its single-bullet adoption 

from Specter 4 




Extra space 

Any evidence about any of the shooting is closely related to what here is 

most important, the sutopsy. -Sven if too late, the Commission did examine the ^onnally 

*> „ 

clothing. However, with the auto "sy it n ver examined the best evidence and, .with 
existing major conflicts BUxsrassEa safely, if temporarily, suppressed in its files, 
it failed to call any of the at least 23 witnesses who might have helped resolve 
the suppressed conflict (chapter 7). Why did it call not one of these observers, 
among whom were men of the highest medical competence* 



Is it possible that in some mysterious manner, Specter did not know of 
the others at the autopsy*? Could that page, for example, have been missing from the 
copy of the Sibert-O’Neill report, or had he shuffled his notes of what he 7/anted to ask 
them and sort of mislaid that sheet* Is it an accident that he did not call any of 

f 

these other 23 Qualified witnesses to the autopsy, most of them to a 1^ of it'* 

{ijyr J'rV/s . 

It is not. Seemingly Specter had a literary-legal guilt feeling about Jt, 



too . 



^e quoted it - but rrivately, very privately. 

0 n February 19, 1964, he addeessed a lengthy memorandum to General ^ounsel 
Bankin. titled i t, "Comprehensive Memorandum of Phase I". 

Throughout this quite lengthy opus he had abundant footnotes to his 
sources. In the 16 lines of typing prior to what I here refer to he has six such 
citations. Then, on page 80, he has a category "Autopsy-* . The first subsection is 
" Persons Present ". And lol there ar-& the names from the Sibert-0 ’Neill report*. 

Complete with all the errors. Admiral Galloway comes out "& Hollov/ay", Admiral 
Burkley is "Admiral Berkeley" , and on the lower levels, there is "J.T.Bozwell" . 

Except where Specter shortened it, the Silber-0 f Neill report is there, 
names $ in the same sequence, word for word. 

And 



without a single footnote of reference on either of the. two ^eges, ; 

V q ’ v ; 7' * 

, 80 and 81, until the end where Speciier~ cStes the signatures on the .documents. Tlien- 

\ t . i • Ob'* t 4 *' fh. C i/vi <fi> t * Vl VO 

VKc’ i* 4- Ivis 'h i \,//Y 1'J £ ',7L r, f ° 

>-he--er±ludes- to the official file on the sutopsy. No. 77.- Xor o nly— th^slgna tur e s , 7 -a Tv, 

.r'iii'/J *}\i /} i >*• * * T* , r 7 i \ h* . ( b fj / / *' // / 

in-ae^uality^' but"' for all of it, to those who know no better i -These, presuraeably, include 

' * 1 yj . a ./> fhj O it t c c /J ,t-t{ // . M 'far *) * $ y'h f> rtf' - ^ i n 

i>he-m6mher-s- of -the— Commission^ :if any saw hi s report; 

/<fT) fo 

f\ That"neck" wound* Specter has a subhead for his technical mention =of that. 

/ on page 84, 

N owhere does he mention what the K eport calls a "neck" wound. Here , At is "Upper 

Trunk Wound " . In February, before he really went to work on it, what proof did 

t 

Specter find that the doctors ha4"t raced" the path of this buihlet? Such words are 
lacking. The one he fo nd apt is "postulated". "The autopsy report further postulated", 
we wrote, that the front v/ound was of exit. According to Webster, "postulate j||" means 
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anything but proved. It is something that is taken for granted, or a hypothesis, 
or an essential prerequisite. So, on page 85, from the same autopsy report the 
Commission was later to say the. doctors ^traced’* the path of th&s bullet, which 
they never said and never did, the strongest statement Specter would make is 
that is must be taken for granted, must be assumed, ot that it was ever proved. 

Taking something for granted is a kind of proof fortunately not recognized in 
courts of law. 

Nor is there any doubt Specter use$ exactly the word he me ant f . . On 

the same page he describes these as ’’the presumptive points of entry and exit". 

If there should be in the midd of the reader any doubt about* whether thej^e-vetf 

oonsidered-that- tM-enrea^ non- fatal injury was in the neck,- let me quote his language 

from page 86: "During the latter stages of the autopsy, ^r. Iiumes located an opening 

which appeared to be a bullet htble below the shoulders and two inches to the right of 

the middle line of the spinal column". He quotes the angle of the shot as "45 to 

60 degrees" and says that it penetrated less than a finger’s depth. , J 

X ? >;y _ &K . V*. J K?*.*j}* A.Yi /w y 

His source is the Sibert-0 ’Neill report. Rut there is no doubt Specie r did 

have the official autopsy report, which he cites here frequently. where there was 

ft 

need to correct some of it he did. An example is the belief that the bullet teed 
found at Parkland Hospital had come from the President^ strecther. "Later 



investigation", he sa'yd, "indicated” if "most probably came from Governor Connolly” 
ksib (sic). 



So, when he was in possession of all the fact -only not yet aware of all 
the requirements of a single-assassin theory y «^Spec ter had no misgivings about the 
FBI report on what the autopsy disclosed. 

And he did sayx tell the Commission the President hdd been diot in 
the back , not the neck! 

There is some mystery about the statement given by Darrell Tomlinson, 
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Of the foyer in which Tomlinson placed the stretcher. Specter quotes him ( vkixto* an 
he saiBxtesttMaiiyxtHzipBBtarzhiiaBBifx ( a month later, 6 Hi 28 ff) f paraphrase,”... 
had b€en secured by the Secret Service, with only hospital personnel end officers 
allowed inside." Here we have proof of two unwelcone things: the existence of a 
stat m£nt from Tomlinson for which there was no space in 10,000,000 words of evidence; 

and proof that if, as is most likely, that bullet was planted, only "hospital personnel 

ff \jr(^ r c '/ 4**' (\ 

and officers" could have done it. It was an hour^be fore the bullet was "found". 




b©0kzlBxthQxw®rizx0fzthaz2iaspitHlisxBhiB£x0fzse3sari]tyx 



The truth of what happened -not in the Report or the 10,000,000 words of 
testimony and exhibits - is that Tomlinson Immediately called o.P. Wright, hospital 
chief of security. Y/right had the greatest trouble getting Either the FBI or the 
Secret Service 



to take any interest >n this bullet. (After all; why should they 

.ly 8 President /'who'~Ti ad just been murdered by bullets’.) Finally he^^^ 



have, it was only 

persueded Secret Service Age^t John sen (right) to take it. 

taphi-98). 

In Specter's report/ this come out thus: Tomlinson" then turned the 

bullet over to Mr. O.P. Wright who gave it to SA Johnson( sicV . 

n e certainly has a terse style, that Specter! 

^hat a fortunete accident for the Jhatterdd official account of the 
assassination that this was not one of the documents available at the ti$e the 
government was in such distress over the Report, when the mass media had not yet 
launched 't^remenduous, coordinated defense of the *eport. 

How fortuitous that it could not be made availebie until September 20, 1967, three 
years after the R eport was issued! How fortunate that Wi liens didn’t remember it 
when he spoke to the Washington Post . 

This is just as true of much of the other tes numerous boxes of staff papers 
suppressed until then. They sre destructive of the Report and of the integrity of 
so many imtoolved - of the Commission, as a body and of the government. 

Maybe /fhey also explain Specter'., . .... 

/ y bj. s S1 i ence v ,hen j celled him a repetitive 



' k 



liar 8nd dared him to sue me for libel, his relucts jce, as I challenged, to make this 
a question of fact before a judge and a jury-and v/ith opposing counsel. 



;.li 
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~GUrrently7~ those autopsy * pi ctur-s and-X-rays concern-everyone. During- 

— the 'secret life of -the-secret -^onniss ion,— thi-s -particular- secret, 4 f it disturbed 

■ncr one- else, did worry Arlen Specter. This we- know from at least three of his, .memoranda , 
— three-I— have in-ray -possession. T here- may be -more. O f course, everyone on, th e 4T G ommlssiqn-_ 
— it-s -member s a nd_ft s ~s t a ff - should _hav.e_ be en_ _d ist u r be d ._Th e puppr ession of these 



,pictures_ and. A -rej_s, _ regardless of reason, has become a nstionsl calamity. 

For some strange reason, tfeg'"'previously iB quoted April 16 memo on "Remaining 



Work in Ares X" , bears no file designations othe that "^nterMal" • J-t should iaDckax 



have been in 8 number. For example, under part 2, "Obtain further medical evidence", 

— r~ Ken nedy— and’t^ 



Specter has this subdivision that certainly should have been in the/^onnally files: 



"(e) Depending on the testimony of Governor Conr.ally and Drs, Gregory end 



Shaw, we may wish to csll experts medical witnesses to testify about reaction time of 



an individual who has been struck by a bullet if the evidence indicates that President 



Kennedy and Governor C 0 nnslly were struck by the same bullet". 

What this says is that the single-bullet theory requires competent testimony 

on delayed reactions to gunshot wounds. i3wrfe Commission found out that £del 7 yed . . 

uA yvQ Ioo>jl k rij htf > ) U/^rt iJ jx Ur <J f k ,f _ /- . 

reaction was more likely with the President^/than" with the Governor , / scieax l rTe evidence 

destructive of its Beport, which Is based upon the opposite, it~dtd~firot cair these 

i 

expert witnesses. Instead,' it - suppressed“tberwhole“thing^ -ns-we-fiave- seen.- itxxixB-- 

Perhaps" we here have an “explanaticn^f or ■ the H* lirrg- J ’~o ver sight ^-.—j - — 

±n “an y^e ven t , ~ t h^~ve ry- fin s tr ~t hing ~Sp e c ter -ssys-nnder --Gaisin -further — 



-me ai cel ^evtden c e !, ~irs j- f — -“4 e 4*- Photegr ephs-andGL- ra y s of mthe _a uto?sy_s hould_be 



- — examined- to make certain of-the accuracy of the artist 1 s. drawings of;, .President ^nnedy/s 

wound s% iluch. m ore then t his we s_. involved. The secure cy._ o f all the autopsy testimony 

is._c est in d oub t by the. suppre ssiqn_ o f this "be st evi denc e" o f the autopsy. There ca n 



,be,no l eflBl justificatio n for it. 



Perhaps Specters ^erte^bation derives from the fact that it* is he who 



conducted the examinations of the auto-sy doctors end failed to enter this requisite 



evidence into the record, -erheps artThis certain knowledge that this was legally in- 

i/y>, ~ ~~ T . 

defensible, whether or not he was under orders^tmst nagged 8t him. if this is the 



t L^Uk 



case, the ancient, honorable andYespected remedy of public servants was open to him and 

When it was time to be heard he instead__elected silence. 



t a^^^^reouirecT^ljy good conscience: resignation. x^siB2±xKxt^;xxDiEiE^xixxirabiiffxsiiziiffB 

| e ngeged, am - . 

§ ‘ ,v Jffi-4 ? h=»<inpublic justification of the unjustifiable thing he had done. Kis reward 



& 



was a successful political career. n e selected his a ppecrances and restricted them to 

i' 

those he had reason to expect would be friendly (WHITEWASH II, "Iwagic, Mystery and Myth"). 

Arlen Specter went so fsr es to &ay that it was okay that the pictures and 

it 



K-rays had not been produced before the Commission because they would £ only confirm 

I \jj \ , kx » UA' A< tfijf (Lii't * -LOSt j' i7 

the autopsy testiMcmyJ This, however, is not the burder of those two reports of his 
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suppressed from 



% th adTw e r e~ kEidfcx BicfcxHi^ the~8Ut o o sy fileuntil -September 2G, 1967 — 

( lltp ! 

% The^irst-oT^hese, deted^oril~30, Enlarge s-nn his -worries embodied in 

I T* 

i the memo o f two- weeks-e8rlier^.—Jt— ie-ent itled— Autopsy -Photographs a nd-Z- Rays -of -^resi-s_ 



dent-Kennedy ,, -.—Tt -consists of four paragraphs explaining.. why it is indispenpible 
that we- obtein-the- -photographs and x-rays",. — L 



_In_this_memo. Specter _mekes_two references to the rear, no n- fet al wou nd. 



Now this, was six weeks sfter he, personally, had taken the testimony of the autopsy ^ 

doc tors. Jt is he wh o mede the detailed study re quire d for the taking of that testimony . 

r 

It, the firs tjfcase he refers to "the hole in the P resident's back" end in the secon d to 



"the bullet hole on the Presidents b8ck" . T n no case does he refer to 8 neck wound, the 
official designation that is without substantiation. 



Arlen Specter, worried snd safely encapsulated in the inner Commission 



secrecy, is anything but like Arlen Specter, ambitious politician, in public. These 






ere the three paragraphs of argument. The copy in this file is so indistinct it;, cannot 



j: 






be legibly reproduced/: Til, All of page 1 beginning with 1. 



~!f 



Unde rsta ted, aiming at self* justification and' possible self- 



defense, Specter put the minimum case well, ^t was, indeed:, ^Ihhis pen's ible" that the 
~ t 'om jl^i^ e~ photograph s~i sna^x -rajTs" ' (K e “la 't' er got - a consolet ion^ prize^a- 



sort of - " fee rthy-pee ctiir es" ~peeTc~etr one _ he“desc rihe d as + not techni ca Tly a ut he nt i cate d" - 

U-'fvt A £ Ctx-C */t> \VVij ) J 

~T^ITETA 5 H~n 7 l 09 -<±^^^^^bpr imtel^ ^t?h^S^et ^rvice-lnspector-^om -Kelley— 



Tleshed^lt-heTore^hinr-durlng-th e-May-- 1 reconstruction" -in— Da-llas. ) 

N 0 -iese-sensatinnal-is-Specter-’-s -concluding -paragraph, __'Phich re8ds:_Lil-8ll _ 

Aside from what— is -obvious and -nerds no amplification, there is 8 potential 

- raa jor-explos i on- bur ie d— h er e .- 




-j^he_-Off.icial explanation of the su ppression of the pictures and X-rays of 



the autopsy is that the Kennedy family b lind ly insistedjipon it . Thet i 8 anything but 
what Specter here s ays. First, he e stablishes t hat the Commission did n ot di scus s thi s 
te^peneoir with Robert Kennedy but used the intermediary of the Secret Service Inspector, 



3 1 best a questionable procedure. Second, lie records thst Kennedy di^not _r e,fu se_ to 



make them available. Here we ignore the feet that it was illegal to give tlnsi this 



evidence to anyone, including the family of the murdered President, thst the government 
should not have done it, and that copies of some of the pictures existed.Kow unlike 
the official posture is Specter’s phr 8 seT^^ Remedy "only wanted to be satisfied 



thet they were really necessary". 

fji 



Specter established the essentiality of the pictures and A '-rays. JfW says 



I 



that under these conditions, they could be available. The Commission did not htve them. 
T^is raises doubt about the honesty of the official explanation, that they Kennedy 
family denied the investigation sc^ess tc the pictures and K-pays. 
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SUBJECT: Autopsy Photograph* waft X-Rays of President John 2*. Kennedy 



la my opinion It la indispensable that wo obtain the ptotograpbs 
and jt-rnyn of President Kennedy's autopsy for the following reaaoac ; 

l. The Commloalon should determloo with certainty v faofwr t.ho 
Tfe ftta e ase froa the rear. Someone 'feori' 



films to co 2 TOborate~?S? autopsy surgeons ' testimony that the halos en 
the President's book and bead had the characteristics of points of entry, 
koue of the doctors at Parkland Hospital In Dallas observed the hold in 
the Itotaidenfe's bock or the small bole in the lower portion of Mo head. 
With all of the outstanding controversy about tlia direction of the shots , 
there aunt bo independent viewings of the films to verify testiamy .;itou 
bus come only froa Government doctors. 

e. The Cfoaniioslon should de t ermine vith ’certainty who tx:o .the 
■■.■ho t s i;:kb firia~i->lo 7 /c > ’ it lo eacentioi! ' for the' CocaaiVsior. to 
ciiialy tiw location of the ballot wound on the President's buck so tir.-t 
tto angle my be calculated. Tbs artist's drawing prepared 0/1/ ! ‘ .■ . -Tl 

(Coat-das ion fiahiblt #335) stows a slight eagle Of deoUastlon. Is S , 
hard, if not impossible, to «iq?laln such a alight angle of decline . ;.£ 
■.•re President woe farther down Elu Street than we have heretofore bo J. uk 
I-.-.i'orcf cooing to any conolUmion on this, the angles will tow to bo or.lcu~ 
ivtod at tto scene* and for thin, the eaaact point of entry should ti» s 

2* ThtC Cominio aion G hO'ild de termine vj.th ce rtainty t'lv.':. - : . ^ 

■ f.v. rn»;o r v;.q , .lat,iou^ betwoa t5e~BTiga> iitaTl^^o r.~ 

ion ituiibita Soa. jdt <vad 3^ were mad* frim the retwilcstlcuo 






of tho uMfcopsy surgeons ns told -to tba artist. Some day nowecrc 
coa^are the films vith the artist’s drawings and find a eignifictvut 
•<i;xnii tti^xfc substantially affect the eoscntial teotloony ond tto’ fer 
censluaians. la any event, tlic Comadasloa 3laaruld not rely on lnuy 
tlcno, especially in view of the statement in the autopsy report (C-: 
i xt ;?3tfjr) ttott 

*'fto ccc^pliatity of ttoca fractures aad the fregeenta tu< • > 
pi'od\«cd teat satisfactory verbal description raid are bett: 
apn,>re«iatcd in jhotographa and rotatgeregremo which avo 
prepared." . ; . ;. f . . 
















dV ;* 



■ : ' k * •' - ■ , .•=: . v. . -•:: 

■■ "■ 'sf. ’V !/%&,: ,•' • ; . - * \ 

*> **W*i#^ rnmb, W 

. ; amt prolebly did not fully unflowtaaA «U tte rmuoas for rievifr ^ 

Inopecior K*Uy, tha Attorney Ceaorai <n-i mj 
<at*sofloaUy Aeolian to sake tbfan omUnble, but only nante,! 
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n~ less- 1 haTTWot he r two weeks, Specter>another nemo^tttf Hgnkinf This 
- - one indicating he expected thir autopsy- pictures ' and A-rhys to' be examined by|the 

-- G omalB3icn.-Under-date-of-May^i.2-,— ?ritrlr~the— title^— '’Exa mination of Autop iyPrjtoF^~^d~ 

. K-rays of President Kennedy, he wrote: Lil-all; 

Here again-there-are two-referencea- to the- rear^ ncfl-^atal wound Keitber- 
S? a -™ Ck -/J/f p7ir tb a3 0 ^ ''^ le bao ' lc » , '° Q - *he- uppe r -bac k"— end '■ on- ^President’ s -brc!<", 
SlicadiihLBjjHajLat-al^^-we-here-^ifrve a clear-express ion of ^prehension about 
the axtlii validity r_of ^„lb^auJ^3M:estim 0 ny.„Spect-et-he a peaks--thea deepest -doubts 



^b o ut lt^.^f anyone^on^j^^t^f_co^Q snd _3houl_i_haYe t _lt_la_ he. His desire ..for-. a . 

_ re _' 9Xamlnatl o n of ^*3° H umes is barrelhead stuff. Abov e all, it la fj^the 

protection of Arlen Specter who, haying made inexcuseabie mistakes, wanted protection^ 
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n less than another two weeks , Specter •'another memo mit£ Rankin, this 
1 ° ne iQdicatin S expected the autopsy pictures' and *-rays to be examine d by 'the 
-Commission. Under- date of f.iay 12, -wlttrttiar title, -Examination of Autopsy Pictures and 
K-rays of President Kennedy, he wrote :-Lil-all,- 

Here again there are two- -references to the- reer, nofi -fatal wound,' neither 

in all the many hours a have spent over Commission files, if Arlen 
Specter ever once referred to the rear, non-fatal injury as of the neck, I haven not 
seen it. 0 ne not one occasion did this man, in charge of that part of the Weaion* 8 
work, say it was anywhere but in the back, ^ the back, of the upper torse, below 
the shoulder -any where but in the neck l However, unless this wound was of entry and 
in the neck, not a single word in those 900 pages of the Report can even begin to 
have any meaning, ^^^epert,. the enti ? , Soluti on- to the e.^sl natlnn. heng ( 
o_n_wbat^c.tef the t the President had an entry wound in the back of 



J*/ 



. m 



% 



the neck. 



In these suppressed memoranda Specter* ** felt compelled to write and file, ' 



supposed to be the most precise and scientific statement possible. That, certainly, 



was nbt true of the post mortem of President Kennedy. H was, as I said in WHITETASH II 



(p.llOj ,"an autopsy unworthy of a Bowery bum". 

reasonable ) 






:t*V 



There was then no /doubt. There now can be even less question about it. 

~ “hy~ th e'se" document s~vTere so long withheld T cannot pretend to know. I cannot 



the official exp^lanation and - ! c*Tnnot accept it. 

I f - the-purpose-was -suppression, to delay ss~lbng~ possible revelation of” 

-th«--wrong-doing-i n -the-so-ct5-He<l Jl investigation" _ ost the”assas^Inatldnr, _ T:he _ c i fiaracter 



and content of- the documents that-- 1 h e re -forth e-first time r a vea l.r emo vj fro'm 



% 



official secrecy, ara^t^BMTconsistent-w-ith-an official-desire-to -suppress.’ H ecause 

T cA / ji 

what hare__publicly_ diaclose was supprassed. freest he -Report, -which-pretended- el-l-of -ft j 

- didn't exis t ,_and„ because ,^regardl 9 . S3 _ ^f the^nr e pollt e^^fflol-a^designation.-i-t | 

was of flclall y_d^ni ed _ f or thre8 _years_ af$er_jthe_pnbllcetl 0 n„oiU-the.-eport,-ther 9 -is § 

no _^ ^ seratlon in the Use of * he ^ ord ” supp r ession", '^h at is exactly it l-, j 



Agai n I a sk, "Is th is the way to in vestigate t he murder of a P re si dent?" 



And again I repeat, it is the way the government "investigated" the murder 

— — — h 

of John F. Kennedy. 



Extra snace 



Can there now be any doubt in the minds of reasonable men that the 



kindest 



thing thet can be said for the Report of the Presidents Commission on the Assassination 



Jj 



gi 



• % 

; gj 



of President Kennedy is th8t it was a whitewash? 

Can there be any doubt that the government set out to make acceptable, to : % 

the degree possible, its predetermined official decision, that the crime would be laid 

fri ihciUtt % 

to - a Vingle^iKtpopuisis- and safely murdered assassin, that it nsver really investigated 

— p 

end never really intended to investigate the murder of J ohn Kennedy* 



' - “_- ^_^yone o n the staff ooul . gnd 

— — y ~ p - - e -*- :u - i^ he. riis desire for-a 

J'e-exemination of is barrelhead stuff. Above al' i* i „ • 

— ove al^, is assigned .for._th.a-. 



~ sp ”’" 6,vi -' e - M „«.„ ,, 0M 
from the consequences. 
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Uamlnauo iS 93Sential murder. U is U:e post mortem _ 

1 7 nt ^1^7 e7eal al ^ he _ P0 ! Si !^ medl !°- leSal fact about that murder. S is 

supposed^ the moat precise and scientific statement posaibie. That, certainlv 



l. 

jg 



was ni)t true of the post 



mortem of Fresid a nt ^ , 

dy# t W85 > 83 1 said in VZHITETASH II 



{p.U0),«an autopsy “unworthy of a Bowery bum"V 

_ reas onable; 

Thera was than no /BfiKTsi-w now can be even less question about it. 



“hy these aocuments were so lon^ withhold 

rirVV ^ ° ’ mhheld I cannot pretend to know. I cannot 

• the offlclsl exp^lanatio-n-anc-r-cannot- accept- it; 



P 



■H—tbe-parpo3B-Bag^ppp,g S afg a ^— ( ^^^^-gj-.^^..^____^_______ ______ 

osar the assassinetion.^the character 



«» wrong-doing -in the so-c.rlled -’investigation" ^ 



and content of the documents that - here for the-first time-reveal, WfroW^t I 

ZZ 

_ - ^mippj p tp. „„ „ a. 

— - * kl . 18 thl ’ *** Bny t0 the pardar of a p.a.i 

— 8 1 TOpeat> U 18 the ” a ? the government "investigated" the, murder 

of John F. Kennedy. H — 

Sxtra space 

c» .».« ... b. 7 , ~ — '“L~ 



thing that can be said for the Report of the Presidents Commission on the Assassination 
of President Kennedy is that it was a whitewash? ~ 

Can there be any doubt that the government set out to make acceptable, to 

the degree possible, its predetermined official decision, that the crime would be laid 

v huhttUu 

to~a fin gls^ unpopul a-g- and safely murdered assassin, that it n-ver really investigated 
and never really intended to investigate the murder of John Kennedy* 

Can there be any doubt that it cannot be an accident that what the 
Commission knew is not in its evidence, if only to raise and refute what was in- 
consistent with its built-in conclusions, that this is suppressed from its Report* 



a n one 



l/WO / f 

score T permit myself HK^opWraistic hopes: that the people - those 



■ 



00: 



Vrho loved him end those who regarded him as President not of their choice, but as the 
President of all Americans - will not allow it so to remain; yKrrsvKTsy 

And that the politicians who owe him their political lives and th 9 journalists 
who owe him their professional fortunes will at last find their voices -and4 their >ljggp 

consciencesV^so thetjiw we may all again find out national honor. 
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*roi Mr. J. Leeltenkia vyyy " 

»»» Arlea Specter y' ' . ~ y --Py 

SUBJECT* ISftwa io a tloo o t Autopay Photograph* aaft X-rmya of 

Presideofc Kennedy 

• * • ,y; . * .••»/;.. • ■••• • 

Whaa the autopay photographs end x-raya ur» aotaairad, wo 
.-should bo certain to deteralu* the fblloviagi 

1* The photographs and x-rays confim the precise 
location of the entrance wound in the book of 
the head depleted In Ceomlsaloa Exhibit* 386 y 

• - , . -.^V- •■■ • -' : V;y‘ r '.y.' ,;•*>; ; ’ ' » -. " ; • h ' : ■ 

2. The photographs nod x-ray* confirm the precise 
location of the wound of entrance on the upper 
back of the President as depicted la Coasainaloa 
Exhibit* 385 and 336* 

3* The photographs sad x-ray* confirm the precise 
streo of the President's skull which was dis- 
rupted by the bullet when it exited a* depicted 
in CoBtoisalon Exhibit 308. - /’ 

The characteristic* of the wounds on the President's 
beck and an the book of hie head should bo esvidaoi 
closely lx the photograph* and x-rays to deterair^ 
for certain whether they are characteristic of 
entrenoe wound* under the criteria advanced by 
Doctors flack. Huso*, Boswell, Gregory, Shaw, 
ferry and Carrico. 

5» The films and x-rays should be viewed la conjunction 
with Commission Exhibit 3^9 (a photograph of the •/••••;•• 
. of the Zapruder film lmaodlately before the fruso 
showing the head wound) and Cosmlaeioa Exhibit 35 c 
(the frame of the Zapruder film ebowing tho head 
wound) to determine for certain whether the angle 
of declination is accurately depicted in Commission 

. Exhibit 388, 
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